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SEN' iTOR CHAMBERS: ...between the grandparent and the child.
It would not be in the best interest of the child to grant
this kind of visitation, and i t w o u l d de f i n i t e l y i n t er f e r e
w ith t h e p a r e n t - c h i l d r e l at i o n s h i p . B ut t he o l d g e e zer a n d
"geezeress, " i n thei r h a r d - h e a r t e dness , can si t over t he r e
with a satisfied, smug look on their face b ecause, by g od ,
t hey' ve used t h e courts and they have fixed you. Very bad
policy, unworkable, and I hope you will vote to indefinitely

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Vickers, then Senator DeCamp.

SENATOR VICKERS: Nr. President, members, I rise to support
Senator Chambers in this motion to indefinitely postpone. I
w ould l i ke t o t a l k br i e f l y ab o u t the effects on children of
divorce and of the adversarial relationship that sometimes
develops, unfortunately, because of t hat d i v o r c e and h o w ,
I'm s ure , that does effect grandparents in a very adver se
f ashion . Som e t i me s I t h i nk we fail to recognize the, as
Senator Ch ambers put it, the fact that children have
feelings too, and that they get drug into the situation of
b lame on t h i s si d e , or b l am e on that side, and putting them
in a position where, for visitation purposes, they are
exposed to an awful lot more of that blame. That adversary
s i tu a t i o n i s not go i n g t o b e be n e f i c i a l t o t he . c h i l d r e n . It
doesn't help them get over the trauma of the divorce. I
know that situation. I think that we'd be kidding ourselves
i f w e i gno r e d i t . Now it seems to me that there are t wo
reasons that this bill is being promoted, number one, the
idea that we somehow have to do something to enhance the
total family picture. Well , i f i t i s a h app y family
picture, we don't need to do anything statutorily to enhance
i t . I f i t i s no t a happy family picture or situation, then
putt i n g t h e m i n a s i t u at i on where that adversarial position
is is no t goi n g to enhance i t , I can as sur e you .
I . . . w i t h o u t go i n g i n t o the details, I understand t hat o n a
firsthand basis. Secondly, t here ha s b ee n t he arguments
made that, well, a lot of other states have done it. That,
in my estimation, is one of the poorest damned arguments you
could come up with. If that is the case, we definitely
ought not have a Unicameral because nobody else has done it,
so it must be a terrible idea. We'd ought not h ave t o t a l
public power in this state because nobody else did it, so i t
must be a terrible idea. If we want to only do those tnings
that other states have done, then we had ought to just do

postpone t h i s b i l l .
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